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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of H.R. 4246, the “National Guard and
Reservist Debt Relief Extension Act of 2015.”

It has been ten years since President Bush
signed into law the Bankruptcy Abuse Preven-
tion and Consumer Protection Act, a bill that
made numerous amendments to the Bank-
ruptcy Code, many of which pertained to con-
sumer debtors.

In particular, the Act established a means
test mechanism—purportedly intended to de-
termine a debtor’s ability to repay debts—that
requires a presumption of abuse if the debtor
has income in excess of specified thresholds.

H.R. 4246 would continue the current ex-
emption from this presumption for certain
qualifying National Guard members and re-
serve component members of the Armed
Services.

This exemption, which was first enacted in
2008 on a bipartisan basis, is due to expire in
just a few days on December 19th.

H.R. 4246 recognizes that some of those
who serve in the military encounter financial
difficulties during or in the wake of their serv-
ice and that they merit relief from the addi-
tional proof requirements of the means test.

In fact, servicemembers are often targeted
by unscrupulous lenders. As reported by the
Wall Street Journal earlier this year, payday
lenders prey on service members and their
families at twice the rate that they use to tar-
get civilians.

These short-term, high-interest loans are
often used to provide small amounts of money
to pay for unexpected or emergency expendi-
tures or to obtain advances on tax refunds.

Yet, as a result of excessive interest rates,
these loans can quickly balloon into over-
whelming debt obligations. According to the
Journal, some servicemembers have paid as
much as 600 percent to 700 percent for the
life of their loans, or even four times the
amount of the original loan.

In 2013, about 11 percent of enlisted per-
sonnel in the active duty military obtained pay-
day loans, which included vehicle title loans,
pawnshop loans, and other high-interest loans.

So, at least for those servicemembers who
seek bankruptcy protection in response to fi-
nancial distress, H.R. 4246 ensures that they
are exempted from the presumption of abuse
if he or she is on active duty or is performing
a homeland defense activity for a specified pe-
riod.

| commend the gentleman from Tennessee,
STEVE COHEN, for his leadership on this legis-
lation and for his enduring commitment to our
Nation’s servicemembers.

Accordingly, | urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to join me in supporting H.R.
4246.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4246.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.
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EMERGENCY INFORMATION
IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2015

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (S. 1090) to amend the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and
Emergency Assistance Act to provide
eligibility for broadcasting facilities to
receive certain disaster assistance, and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 1090

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Emergency

Information Improvement Act of 2015,

SEC. 2. ELIGIBILITY OF BROADCASTING FACILI-
TIES FOR CERTAIN DISASTER AS-
SISTANCE.

(a) PRIVATE NONPROFIT FACILITY DE-
FINED.—Section 102(11)(B) of the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5122(11)(B)) is amend-
ed by inserting ‘‘broadcasting facilities,”
after ‘“‘workshops,’’.

(b) CRITICAL SERVICES DEFINED.—Section
406(a)(3)(B) of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42
U.S.C. 5172(a)(3)(B)) is amended by striking
‘“‘communications,” and inserting ‘‘commu-
nications (including broadcast and tele-
communications),”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. COSTELLO) and the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. CARSON)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have b5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and to include extra-
neous material on S. 1090.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Currently, the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act, also known as the Stafford
Act, provides for assistance to govern-
ments and to nonprofit organizations
to rebuild damaged facilities following
a declared disaster.

S. 1090, the Emergency Information
Improvement Act of 2015, clarifies the
eligibility of certain not-for-profit
broadcasting facilities for disaster as-
sistance that is consistent with exist-
ing policy.

These stations provide essential
alerts and information before, during,
and after disasters and emergencies. In
fact, these broadcasters are an integral
component of our national public alert
and warning system. Following a dis-
aster, it is critical that these facilities
get up and running as soon as possible
to ensure the public receives necessary
emergency information. For example,
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during recent major disasters, these
broadcasters were critical to getting
information to the public quickly.

I want to thank Congressman
PALAZzZO for his leadership on shep-
herding this bill through committee
and for getting it here to the House
floor.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

S. 1090, the Emergency Information
Improvement Act of 2015, would clarify
the eligibility of certain broadcasting
facilities for public assistance.

Broadcasters are critical partners
when it comes to emergency manage-
ment in the face of a disaster. One of
the best ways to prevent deaths and in-
juries during a disaster is to warn
those who are in harm’s way of im-
pending danger. This allows people to
take the mnecessary precautions to
avoid injury and death and to minimize
property damage. Broadcasters work
hand in hand with emergency man-
agers to provide this notice before a
disaster strikes. After a disaster, the
broadcasters’ role remains just as crit-
ical. They continue airing information
about ongoing hazards and aid recovery
efforts by providing how-to informa-
tion on accessing recovery assistance.

From Hurricane Sandy to this year’s
floods in the Carolinas, the emergency
broadcasts save lives and keep people
out of harm’s way. This is not just
about large-scale disasters. When a vio-
lent storm caused the sudden collapse
of a concert stage in my hometown of
Indianapolis, Indiana, local broad-
casters kept a tragedy from becoming
that much worse. Timely alerts en-
abled Fair officials to clear the Midway
minutes before the storm struck, po-
tentially saving the lives of hundreds
of people. We see this all over the coun-
try every year.

Unfortunately, broadcast facilities
are not immune to hazards, which is
why this bill is so important. When
broadcasting facilities are damaged by
a disaster, we must ensure that they
are eligible for recovery assistance so
that they can be up and running in
time for the next hazard.

I would note, Mr. Speaker, that this
language is absolutely identical to the
language that my good friend from
New York (Mr. NADLER) has been so
tirelessly advocating for; so I want to
thank him for his efforts in bringing
this issue to our attention and for his
diligence in ensuring this matter was
brought to the House floor.

I urge my colleagues to support this
measure.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I urge the passage of the bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, | give my full
support of Senate Bill 1090, the Emergency
Information Improvement Act. Congressman
BRIAN HIGGINS of New York and | sponsored
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the House version of this bill, and we are
proud to see this simple but very important
piece of legislation pass.

Disasters strike every year in every corner
of America. Hurricanes on the Gulf Coast and
Eastern Seaboard, ice storms in the Midwest
and plains states, wild fires in the West, tor-
nados through our Nation’s heartlands and
flooding in Texas, the Carolinas, and else-
where.

During a disaster, local public radio stations
play an essential role in delivering information
about response efforts, local relief supplies,
evacuation orders and emergency routes,
where to find food, shelter and fuel as well as
on-the-ground, at-the-scene reporting to help
affected communities understand and re-
spond.

Approximately 98 percent of the American
population has access to a public radio or TV
signal. Current federal emergency response
and relief statutes are ambiguous on whether
local public broadcasting stations are eligible
for emergency financial assistance when dam-
aged by storms and other disasters. This leg-
islation amends the Stafford Act to make clear
that local public radio and broadcasting sta-
tions are eligible recipients of disaster relief.
The Emergency Information Improvement Act
brings greater stability to the availability of crit-
ical information during times of crisis.

Its passage by Congress will significantly
boost our efforts to ensure that all Americans
have the information they need when they
need it during occurrences of natural and
man-made disasters. It will guarantee that lo-
cally licensed stations are eligible for federal
disaster relief funding in the event their facili-
ties are impacted by a disaster.

| want to personally thank my colleagues in
the Senate, Senators TED CRUz and CORY
BOOKER, for introducing companion legislation
in the Senate and for their hard work in seeing
this important piece of legislation pass their
chamber.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
COSTELLO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 1090.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———

FURTHER CONTINUING
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2016

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the joint resolution (H.J. Res.
78) making further continuing appro-
priations for fiscal year 2016, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:
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H.J. RES. 78

Resolved by the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the Continuing Ap-
propriations Act, 2016 (Public Law 114-53) is
further amended by striking the date speci-
fied in section 106(3) and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 22, 2015,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. ROGERS) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. LOWEY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on the con-
sideration of H.J. Res. 78.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to present
H.J. Res. 78, a short-term continuing
resolution that will fund the govern-
ment through December 22.

This morning, we posted a full-year
omnibus funding bill. The bill will re-
sponsibly fund the government for the
remainder of fiscal 2016 year at the
level set by the Bipartisan Budget Act
passed in October. We are set to con-
sider it later this week.

However, our current funding mecha-
nism expires today at midnight. To
allow for enough time to read and proc-
ess this legislation, it is necessary at
this point that we pass another con-
tinuing resolution to keep the lights on
in our government.

The legislation we have before us
today simply extends current levels of
funding for critical government pro-
grams and services for 6 additional
days through next Tuesday. It is very
short and limited in scope, buying us
enough time to shepherd the omnibus
through to enactment and then for the
bill to be enrolled, sent to the Presi-
dent, and signed into law.

So I urge my colleagues to support
this bill, to give us the time to con-
sider the full appropriations package,
and bring the fiscal year 2016 appro-
priations process to a close.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

For the second time in a week, I rise
in half-hearted support for the con-
tinuing resolution before us. This is
the third time the Republican majority
has brought us to the brink of a shut-
down in just the past 11 weeks. It has
been over 2% months since we passed a
bipartisan 2-year budget agreement
that set guidelines for appropriations.
We should have final bills signed into
law by now. There are no excuses for
these constant delays.

Unfortunately, Republicans’ insist-
ence on including dangerous, harmful
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policies in spending bills that would re-
strict women’s reproductive health de-
cisions, harm the environment, and
roll back consumer protections, just to
name a few, delayed the ability of Con-
gress to come to a fair, bipartisan
agreement on time.

However, we did know throughout
this process that Republicans would
need Democratic votes to pass the om-
nibus. That is why I am pleased to say
we were able to get rid of more than 150
poison pill riders, including those re-
lated to women’s health, labor, such as
efforts to block the fiduciary rule and
the joint employer rule, consumer fi-
nancial protection, clean air and
water—all gone. However, I was dis-
appointed we were unable to reverse a
19-year-old prohibition on Federal
funding for the research of gun vio-
lence.

The budget agreement enacted in No-
vember provided additional funding, al-
lowing us to make critical invest-
ments, reflecting Democratic values.
There are some large increases to the
National Institutes of Health and the
Army Corps of Engineers, for example,
Head Start, energy research, COPS hir-
ing, nutrition funding, and so much
more. We also prevented further cuts
to the EPA and other agencies rou-
tinely targeted by Republicans. I am
disappointed that the omnibus does not
deal adequately with Puerto Rico’s cri-
sis. It does carry the 9/11 health and
compensation fund. The omnibus car-
ries some tax matters, including the
Cadillac tax and solar and wind tax
credits.

In all, the package is a mixed bag.
Each Member will have to read the de-
tails for him- or herself.

While I will vote to keep the govern-
ment open today, Mr. Speaker, the
American people deserve a Congress
that does its job on time and puts the
interests of hardworking families
ahead of special interests.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
ROGERS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the joint resolution, H.J.
Res. 78.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the joint res-
olution was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Concurring in the Senate amendment
to H.R. 2820, by the yeas and nays;
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